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(10) overtime of peace officer for time spent testifying in the trial or 
traveling to or from testifying in the trial (Art. 102.011, Code of Criminal 
Procedure) ... actual cost; 

(11) court costs on an offense relating to rules of the road, when offense 
occurs within a school crossing zone (Art. 102.014, Code of Criminal Procedure) 
... $25; 

(12) court costs on an offense of passing a school bus (Art. 102.014, 
Code of Criminal Procedure) ... $25; 

(13) court costs on an offense of truancy or contributing to truancy (Art. 
102.014, Code of Criminal Procedure) ... $20; 

(14) cost for visual recording of intoxication arrest before conviction 
(Art. 102.018, Code of Criminal Procedure) ... $15; 

(15) cost of certain evaluations (Art. 102.018, Code of Criminal 
Procedure) ... actual cost; 

(16) additional costs attendant to certain intoxication convictions under 
Chapter 49, Penal Code, for emergency medical services, trauma facilities, and 
trauma care systems (Art. 102.0185, Code of Criminal Procedure) ... $100; 


(16A) additional costs attendant to certain child sexual assault and 
related convictions, for child abuse prevention programs (Art. 102.0186, Code of 


Criminal Procedure) ... $100; 
(17) cost for DNA testing for certain felonies (Art. 102.020, Code of 


Criminal Procedure) ... $250; 

(18) court cost on an offense of public lewdness or indecent exposure 
(Art. 102.020, Code of Criminal Procedure) ... $50; 

(19) court cost on conviction of a misdemeanor under Subtitle C, Title 
7, Transportation Code (Sec. 542.403, Transportation Code) ... $3; 

(20) cost for impoundment of vehicle (Sec. 601.263, Transportation 
Code) ... $15 per day; and 

(21) a civil and criminal enforcement cost on conviction of an offense 
of, or related to, the nonpayment of a toll in certain counties (Sec. 284.2031, 
Transportation Code) ... $1. 


Amendment No. 59 was adopted. 
Amendment No. 60 
Representative Talton offered the following amendment to CSSB 6: 


Amend CSSB 6, in Article 1 of the bill, by adding the following 
appropriately numbered SECTION to that article and renumbering the subsequent 
SECTIONS of that article as appropriate: 

SECTION ___. Subchapter B, Chapter 264, Family Code, is amended by 
adding Section 264.1064 to read as follows: 

Sec. 264.1064. FOSTER PARENT DISQUALIFICATION. (a) The 


department shall require an applicant who is applying to serve as a foster parent 
or_a foster parent whose performance is being evaluated by the department to 
state whether the applicant or foster parent is homosexual or bisexual. 

(b) If the applicant or foster parent states that the applicant or foster parent 
is homosexual or bisexual, the department may not: 
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(1) allow the applicant to serve as a foster parent; 
(2) place a child with the foster parent; or 
(3) allow a child to remain in foster care with the foster parent. 

(c) Notwithstanding an applicant's or foster parent's statement that the 
applicant or foster parent is not homosexual or bisexual, if the department 
determines after a reasonable investigation that an applicant or a foster parent is 
homosexual or bisexual, the department may not: 

(1) allow the applicant to serve as a foster parent; 
(2) place a child with the foster parent; or 
(3) allow a child to remain in foster care with the foster parent. 


Amendment No. 60 - Point of Order 


Representative Dunnam raised a point of order against further consideration 
of Amendment No. 60 under Rule 11, Section 2 of the House Rules on the 
grounds that the amendment is not germane. 


The speaker overruled the point of order. 
AMENDMENT NO. 60 - DEBATE 


REPRESENTATIVE HUPP: Members, I'm speaking against the amendment and 
frankly it pains me to do so because I've seen personally a number of what I 
would consider problems with this type of placement. But I'll tell you, there are 
two things that are a major problem with this amendment. Number one, it's just 
not workable. It's not workable. It's like homosexuals in the Army, it's not 
workable. It's don't ask, don't tell—it doesn't work. Secondly, and this is a 
biggie, it's got a big fiscal note attached to it. We're talking about 8.6 million 
right off the bat, 7 point something million after that, 7 million, 7 million, 3 
million—it has a big fiscal note. 


REPRESENTATIVE LUNA: Mr. Speaker? 
MR. SPEAKER: Ms. Luna, for what purpose? 
LUNA: Will the gentlewoman yield? 

HUPP: Of course. 

MR. SPEAKER: The lady yields. 


LUNA: Madam Chair, and I do know that you have a fiscal note in front of you, 
but the things that go into the cost to the agency on this would involve all of the 
factors in moving all of the children that might potentially already be in a foster 
home or the department having to go in and make all of these determinations, 
don't you agree that it could turn things just into chaos for many placements for 
many children? 


HUPP: We're looking at a potential of about 1,200 homes that could potentially 
be closed over a three-month period. Now, I got to tell you, when I read that it 
gives me the willies because it tells me that potentially children are being placed 
in homes that perhaps I would not want to see them placed. So, again, I've got to 
make it real clear, it pains me to be up against this bill, but it's got a big fat fiscal 
note and it's not doable and that's pretty much it. 


